
CALIFO:HNIA REGIO)\fAL vVVn,:~H. QUAL['I'Y CON'l'nOL BOJ-iHD
SAN FEhNCISCO BAY IlliGI01.'1

ORDER NO. 79-165

L:NFORCBIV1EN'.1' OHDER FOR ISSUi\NC.b OF A I.CINE SCHEDULE

OEDER DIEECTING CITY OF PALO ALTO 'ro COI1PLY WITH
HEQUIlu;r.lENTS PHESCIUllED BY 'mE CALIFORNIA EEGIONAL
\~NrEH QUALITY CON'rEOL BOARD, SAN FEANCISCO BAY
rU,GION, IN ORDER NO. 79-164 (m'DES PEHHI'l' NO.
CAO(371334)

The California Regional h1atcr Quality Control Board (Hereinafter Board) f

San Francisco Bay HegioXl, finds that:

1. 'rh.i.s Board on December 18, 1979, adopted Or-der- No. 79-164 proscribinq
was co discharge requirements includinq a comp Ldance time schedule
for the City of Palo Alto (he.reinaft.er "dLs char'qez'") in accordanco
vIi th stat:.utory requirements of the l<.....cderal \'later Pollution Control
Act. and the California Water Code , Ifho. permit contains an immediate
compliance date for achievinq effluent and receivinq water limita­
tions consistent w.ich the Boa.rd es Basin Plan \'I11ic11 are more strin9Emt
than the secondary effluent limitations required by the F'ed(;ral Act ..
'rhe discharger currently meets secondary effluent limitations ..

2.. rrhe discharger is currently constructing additional faci Li,ties to
comply with these more stringent limitations ..

3.. Tho discharqer and the Cities of Sunnyva.Ie , San lJose and Santa Clara
are merobers of tho joint powers authority named the South Bay Dischar90.rs
lmthority (SBDA). 'rhe SHDA is the lead aqency for the construction
of necessary facilities, such as a :joint outfall north of Dwubarton
Bridge for all three member aqencies and is prcparinq an Environmental
Impa.ct Statement (InS) for the proposed project. '.rho S13DA is s.Lso
Lnves t.icat.i.nq the possibility of requesting an amendment; Lo the Basin
Plan and State Policy to allow' treated was t.as to be discharged to
San Francisco Bay south of Dumbarton Bridgo"

4.. I"t has been demonstrated that: treatment plan.t upao t;s can occur and
that these upsets can have a siqnificant adverse effect on the
r'cce.i ving \\raters and beneficial \'Jater uses of the South Bay" 1.I'heso
ef:fects can be magnified because of the location of the dischargG
whd.ch does not provide for any significant. dispersion or dilution
capabili ty.. One reason for the prohibition of discharqQ to San
Francisco Bay south of the Dumbarton Bridgo if.'> to provido some
dilution and dispersion capabilities in the event of a treatment
plant upset.

5", The discharqer has submitted evidence which documents that the above
more s t r Lnqerrt. requirem(~nts contained in Order No .. 79-1 6 4 cannot be
achieved... 11'he discharger has experienced delays beyond its control
because of the grant process for construction of nocessary facilities
and complexity of South Bay water quality problcills Q
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